CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
CENTRAL VALLEY REGION

CLEANUP AND ABATEMENT ORDER NO. R5- 2016-xxXX
FOR

CINDY STRIEFF, RANDY STRIEFF JR., RACHEL RUHE, AND TRUSTEE OF ROBERT &
PRUDENCE LAMMERS REVOCABLE TRUST '

This Order is issued to Cindy Strieff, Randy Strieff Jr.,_ he, and Trustee of Robert &
Prudence Lammers Revocable Trust (hereaﬂer refe ;

(Order), and Water Code section 13267, whic |
the preparation and submittal of technical and
The Executive Officer finds, with re

1. Purpose of the Order: This or ‘ i gers to clean up and abate the

rthen materials from dam
alterations/widening ary to Stillwater Creek, and
eliminate the thr er Creek is considered waters of

‘hereafter to waters of the

' the state, as we
' The Dischargers are responsible for a

United States are'

tlon of maruuana This Order requires mvestlgatlon
th the Water Code, the Basin Plan, Resolution 92-49, and
onal Water Board plans, policies, and regulations.

ischargers, as the property owner and the person/and or
ting a threat of discharge, are responsible parties for the
Order finds that Ms. Cindy Strieff, Mr. Randy Strieff Jr., Ms.

persons drschargln
purposes of this Order i

' The Regional Water Board administers and enforces the Clean Water Act (CWA). The CWA regulates
what it refers to as “navigable waters” and defines those waters as “waters of the United States.” Waters
of the United States has been interpreted broadly by the agencies responsible for implementing the CWA
to include all traditionally navigable waters and their tributaries. (40 C.FR. 122.2) The Porter-Cologne

“Water Quality Control Act (Porter-Cologne) provides the Regional Water Board additional authority to
regulate discharges of waste into “waters of the state.” (Water Code, § 13260.) The term “water of the -
state” is defined as “any surface water or groundwater, including saline waters, within the boundaries of
the state.” (Water Code, § 13050, subd. (3).) All waters of the United States that are within the boards of
California are also waters of the state for purposes of the Porter-Cologne.-
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Rachel Ruhe, and the Trustee of Robert & Prudence Lammers Revocable Trust are
responsible parties. ' '

"a. Perrecords from the Shasta County Assessor-Recorder’s Office, Ms. Cindy Strieff
purchased the 78.5 acre parcel, identified as Assessor Parcel Number (APN) 306-250-
004-000 (hereafter “Site”), in September 2003, and sold the Site to Ms. Rachel Rue in
June 2015. The Site is located at the end of Jennifer Drive off of Bear Mountain Road in
Redding, central Shasta County, Section 24, Township 33N, Range 4W, MDB&M:; in the
vicinity of latitude 40° 42' 26.6394" N and longitude 122° 16' 18.4866" W.

Staff investigation of Google Earth historic satellite imagery of the Site from 2005, 2006,
and 2009 indicates a natural low-flow channel, identi East Fork Stillwater Creek,
transecting the Site. Subsequent clearing of tree grading visible in the 2010 Google
Earth imagery indicates that stream channel gr a?@ construction of a dam structure

was conducted between 2009 and 2010. Thg\ essi .imagery indicates that the -
0 ¢ %%{ide water for marijuana
cultivation and/or water hauling based opithe €
In review of the 2010-2015 Google Eart?%% ellite imagery, Staff id'e‘]gffi;ied what appear to
rthiimagery indicates.g possible repair of the dam structure .
: 85 Bbserved and p
2015 inspection by California Departmant of Fish &\W
g ife falley Water Board staffs.

dam structure and reservoir may have beenigonstructed tg%? :

o “identification “of“é%:‘ eral small cultivation
sites over subsequent years and what @ppéared to be a water tru%kgglocated at the Site.
be several dam failures and subsequent ré%%%?gﬁq\f theg{%‘@ structure %;@ ) that time

. period. The 2014 Google Earth cates, gg@
prior to the most recent failure as ¢ “phiotographed during the 13 January
‘ {ﬂdlife (Fish & Wildlife) and the 23
April 2015 joint inspection by Fish & Wil iggg;@nd Centra
) RIS Do . . .
) ing the time period for which

Accordingly, Ms. Cign&g Strieff as ’thfé;é wnerof £

duine
o thas the pe*sibp who ¢ éf%% gndfé%@fallowed the actions that
charge a“h;kglo%r createag%gh ¢ it %9?:9 |Allowed the actions that

iy rty. %%

ﬁgﬁ’f‘iﬁe%% e timeframe in which stream widening and
ccurred at the.Site” Mr. Strieff indicated that the stream had

] \é;vldeﬁefd\gagd a smaftidam -constructed prior to 2003 when his
fer, Ms. Cindy Strieff, acqt n‘“g the property. Mr. Strieff told Staff that the spoils from

255
i

st 'ia bed widenﬁ%@gior t0"2003, had been stored on-Site east of the present
reservoir; ;‘%pandoned bi%&gg previolils owner/inhabitant. Mr. Strieff indicated he had used
those pré‘%%%ﬁs}ly excavafég*‘%soils to build up the existing dam structure to its present -
height and ma,ég ggnducte;ork to maintain the dam. Mr. Strieff, as a project manager for
Tehama Rock%ucts' ivision of Lepage Company, Inc. specializing in general
building and engingering including waterway excavation and restoration), should have
been aware that permits would be required prior to conducting work within a stream . .
channel. Mr. Strieff personally conducted actions that have caused or threatened to
cause unpermitted discharge of sediment into East Fork Stillwater Creek creating a
condition or threatening to create a condition of pollution. Accordingly, Mr. Randy Strieff:
Jr. is a responsible party. ‘

c. Per records from the Shasta County Assessor-Recorder’s Office, Ms. Rachel Ruhe
purchased the Site in June 2015 and transferred ownership to the Robert & Prudence .~
Lammers Revocable Trust in July 2015. The terms of the purchase agreement for the *
Site include an acknowledgement and assumption of liability by Ms. Ruhe for the Site’s
‘non compliance with fish and game and the county code violations” and an agreement to
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“do the necessary repairs to the stream bed and land around the dam.” Ms. Ruhe was
likely aware of the county code violations associated with the Site as the Site was
purchased for cash after Shasta County Department of Resource Management holds
continued to hold up the closing process on the sale of the property. Therefore, Ms.
Ruhe is a responsible party.

d. Per records from the Shasta County Assessor-Recorder’s Office, Robert & Prudence
Lammers Revocable Trust assumed ownership of the Site in July 2015. Stream channel
“widening and dam construction on East Fork Stillwater Creek at the Site have caused
and threaten to cause numerous unpermitted discharges of sediment, rock, asphalt, and
- concrete from the Site to East Fork Stillwater Creek. Additionally, obstruction of channel
flow has allowed for sediment build up behind the d d stagnation in the upstream
channel, allowing for algal build up and creating h for invasive species. Accordingly,

ecorder’s Office, Ms. Cindy
n flagged by the Shasta
lork completed in East Fork

’ “property was sold to Rachel Ruhe
ounty holds. Ms. Ruhe then transferred the
ocable Trust in July 2015. The 78.5 acre
dsprior to 2010. Historical Google Earth

satisfactorily resa
in June 2015ina

iith the State Water Resources Control Board's Division
ts) for water storage or diversion for the Site location.

o

ight or history with the Central Valley Water Board.

of Water.
The Site

5. Factual Basis'a: Dischargers conducted activities detailed below that have
discharged, or threaten se or permit waste to be discharged, into waters of the state
unreasonably impacting water quality and beneficial uses.

a. The Site is located south of the Pit River Arm of Shasta Lake on East Fork Stillwater
Creek south of the stream’s headwaters. At the time of inspection and in the original
inspection report, Staff conservatively reasoned that East Fork Stillwater Creek existed as
a Class |l watercourse noting the presence of aquatic life, however, after discussion with
local staff with the Army Corps of Engineers and further research, it was determined that
East Fork Stillwater Creek is in fact a Class | anadromous watercourse tributary to
Stillwater Creek and thence the Sacramento River. In its lower reaches, East Fork
Stillwater Creek is identified by Fish & Wildlife’s Biogeographic Information & Observation
System (BIOS) as designated critical habitat for Central Valley Steelhead. East Fork
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Stillwater Creek supports spawning and migration of winter-run Steelhead, and fall-run
Chinook salmon. Grading and widening of East Fork Stillwater Creék and construction of
a dam structure were conducted to create a reservoir at the Site. Improper engineering
of the mixed material dam structure has led to multiple failures and the discharge of rock,
earthen materials, asphalt, and cement to East Fork Stillwater Creek. A sample of the
earthen materials used in construction of the dam structure was classified using the
Visual Classification of Soils - Unified Soil Classification System, ASTM Standard D
2488-00, Standard Practice for Description and Identification of Soils (Visual-Manual
- Procedure) and cross referenced with the United States Department of Agriculture
(USDA) Web Soil Survey. The mapped sample was found to be consistent with Churn
gravely loam. The processed sample was described as-being easily disintegrated with
- minimal effort, very poorly consolidated, and quickl ived when wetted. It is likely
that other materials (asphalt and cement bags) w duced to help stabilize the dam
structure, but were ineffective in protecting it from and subsequent discharge to
- East Fork Stillwater Creek. Erosion and discharge’of m terials used to construct the dam
structure are likely to cause increases to tg«“‘y;g&’gty, sedimenﬁ@%&gsition, and suspended
material within East Fork Stillwater Creek: Excessive suspen‘d%e@sediment and increased
turbidity can impair water quality and at §’gjc life. In addition to%ﬁ%s%égarge‘s downstream
within East Fork Stillwater Creek, the installation of the dam struct%ﬁ%?@%%nd widening of the
low-flow channel has resulted in reduced flég;%vﬁelociy;;%@@wing for c%éi‘@iti ns which may
gtihe dam strfj“‘é“t;ig?r @fﬁ ream sediment® %@osition,

/iy ‘levels of available dissolved

contribute to aggradation behing
elevated temperatures of ové”‘éﬁfg

oxygen, and algal proliferation.{

. On 3 April 2015, Warden Steven @j%wl withiCalifo

& Wildlife) spokekﬁ\gklj:ﬁ%{‘é%mgal Valleﬁ;‘g% ater Board staff (Staff )
existing threaé%%éﬁ‘%@a‘ter &d;{an%%y on Sha%zg  Cdun Y A z§&§§%@9“—250-004-000. Warden Crowl
submitted phot ?g&%phs froma 13 Janual %‘% 5 inspect on by Fish & Wildlife AR
i

documenting threats, to water %uality to staff

2pa }
%ff (Staff)notifying them of an

Cannabi‘g&Pil‘ot Pré’j“ b duel story of marijuana cultivation associated with the Site.
ﬁ prﬁ -owl notifie that he had spoken with the Site’s property

Skrieff. Ms S rsd Fish & Wildlife staff that she was
egting an addit "4§"§|\insp*é*§§§?§qg to assess what needed to be done in order to clear
hasta Co%ﬁg,ﬁyﬁpepartment of Resource Management (Shasta
N Sl . . .
Iion the sale of the property (which was in escrow) until all

i

[ ;gﬂesolved. Due to the water quality concerns that the

unpermitted-da} E
from the Centr Water Board accompany them in an on-Site inspection.

. On 23 April 2015, Warden Crowl spoke with Ms. Streiff to set up an appointment for Fish
& Wildlife and Central Valley Water Board staffs to inspect the Site. Ms. Strieff's son,
Randy Strieff Jr. telephoned Fish & Wildlife the same day to meet at the Site that
afternoon. Staff additionally obtained on-Site consent from Mr. Streiff Jr. to inspect the
Site in conjunction with Fish & Wildlife for water quality concerns. As documented in the
attached Strieff Property Inspection Report (Attachment 1), on 23 April 2015, Staff ‘
inspected the Site finding a partially failed dam structure and a large reservoir. - Staff
inspected the areas upstream and downstream of the dam structure to assess impacts.
Downstream, Staff found evidence of hardened concrete bags, asphalt, and earthen
materials discharged within East Fork Stillwater Creek. Upstream, Staff observed
overgrowth of filamentous algae, likely due to reduced flow velocity, elevated :
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temperatures, lowered dissolved oxygen, and stagnation. Based on measurements
collected during the 23 April 2015 inspection, Staff estimated that the dam structure’s
most recent failure discharged approximately 6,091 cubic feet (~226 cubic yards) of
materials used to construct the dam downstream into East Fork Stillwater Creek. In
addition, approximately 15,095 cubic feet (~560 cubic yards) of unauthorized fill
materials used to construct the dam structure remain within the channel of East Fork
Stillwater Creek. Placement of these materials in East Fork Stillwater Creek is by
definition a discharge of waste. The minimum water storage capacity for the reservoir
was calculated to be approximately 1.42 acre-feet.

e as to what may be required
ided that, in the very least, |
ire would need to be addressed,
b the determination of the

e. 14 May 2015, Mr. Randy Strieff Jr. contacted Staff to i
in order to bring the property into compliance. Staff
cleanup of downstream materials related to the da

and possibly removal of the dam structure, depe

2%

nd Ms. Cindy |
eambed Alteration

reinstallation of the dam stru
from the Division of Water Rig

iiple occasions. Staff spoke with Mr. Randy
onfirming the mailing address for Ms. Cindy Strieff.. Mr.

i. Due to the continued threat the remaining dam structure poses to East Fork Stillwater
Creek and the complexity of multiple responsible parties due to transfer of Site
ownership, Staff recommends that this cleanup and abatement order be issued to
address Site remediation. .

6. Beneficial Uses and Water Quality Objectives: The Water Quality Control Plan for the
Sacramento River Basin and San Joaquin River Basin, Fourth Addition, revised June 2015
-~ (hereafter “Basin Plan”) designates beneficial uses, establishes water quality objectives,
contains implementation programs for achieving objectives, and incorporates by reference,
~ plans and policies adopted by the State Water Resources Control Board. East Fork
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Stillwater Creek is tributary to Stillwater Creek, thence the Sacramento River (below Shasta
Dam). Existing and potential beneficial uses for the Sacramento River below Shasta Dam
include the following: Municipal & Domestic Supply (MUN): Agricultural Supply (AGR);
Industrial Power (POW) and Service Supply (IND); Water Contact (REC-1) & Other Non-
contact Recreation (REC-2); Warm Freshwater Habitat (WARM); Cold Freshwater Habitat
(COLD); Migration of Warm & Cold Freshwater Aquatic Organisms (MGR); Spawning of
Warm & Cold Freshwater Aquatic Organisms (SPWN); Wildlife Habitat (WILD); and
Navigation (NAV). Beneficial uses of any specifically identified water body generally apply to
all of its tributaries.

a. The designated beneficial uses of the underlying groundwafcer include municipal and
domestic supply (MUN), agricultural supply (AGR), indtstrial service supply (IND) and
industrial process supply (PRO).

b. rThe Basin Plan lists specific water quality obje s land surface waters. These
objectives lnclude in part Ilmltatlons on incréased temperat ‘i?“e sedlment settleable and

%%*’
¢. The State Water Board has adopted Re% olition No. 92-49 PoIICIe%%%’*nd Procedures for
Investigation and Cleanup and Abatement @%gg,l chalggi swnder Watei'
“Sectioni 13304 (“Resolution 9%5@49”) which is 131 d.’é%, %s Appendix 9 o?t%% Basin Plan.
Resolution 92-49 sets forth the ;vzﬁﬁ icies and proce ~czl" ‘3es to be used durmg an
investigation and cleanup of a p%llﬁ’f‘é“dgsﬁe and reqim ‘es that cleanup levels be

consistent with State Water Boar 68 16, é§z§t atement of Pollcy with

tha%éj;ﬁomotes attalnment of either

background t% ,ggeiv’ aﬂty?%? the bes'?% aterd ‘*hty Wi £§ reasonable if background
levels of wate ality cann%%be restoreg 7 ny alternative cleanup level to background
must: (1) be cons@te& t Wlth# maximu heneflt to the people of the state; (2) not

unreason_ably affect 1

o
re@k‘_ b wat @gg%ahty less

and:e ptICIpat %%eneflmal use of such water; and (3) not
@fgra*fﬁi@ egcn éd :in the Basin Plan and applicable Water -

licies ofﬁﬁi ate%Water Board. Resolution 92-49 directs

i;; %?%progres »:f'éequence To the extent practical, it directs

eglonal Water<l" yard to yire and review for adequacy written work plans for each
z0ard 1o rg

on lans aﬁ‘

‘elementand phase, an‘%she wrﬁf%f\s eports that describe the results of each phase of the
investibaﬁp and cleanu )
ég“ RHEE

ermits: Central Valley Water Board staff determined that
ies at the Site occurred without coverage under any of the

7. Failure to Obtain:} ecessa,.»
the grading and c’%ggg g};‘é y
following regulatory p%é% nits 1o

A Lake and Streambed Alteration (LSA) Agreement from Fish & Wildlife;

A CWA section 404 dredge and fill permit from the Army Corps of Engineers;
A CWA 401 Water Quality Certification from the Central Valley Water Board
A valid water storage right from the Division of Water Rights;

A grading permit issued by Shasta County.

®Qp oD

8. Legal Authority to Require Clean Up ahd Abatement. Water Code section 13304,
subdivision (a) states, in relevant part:



Any person who has discharged or discharges waste into waters of this state in
violation of any waste discharge requirements or other order to prohibition issued
by a regional board or the state board, or who has caused or permitted, causes
or permits, or threatens to cause or permit any waste to be discharged or
deposited where it is, or probably will be, discharged into the waters of the state
and causes, or threatens to create, a condition of pollution or nuisance, shall
upon order of the regional board clean up the waste or abate the effects of the
waste, or, in the case of threatened pollution or nuisance, take other necessary
remedial action, including, but not limited to, overseeing cleanup and abatement
efforts....Upon failure of any person to comply with the cleanup or abatement
order, the Attorney General, at the request of the boa all petition the

- superior court for that county for the issuance of an jon requiring the
person to comply with the order. In the suit, the all have jurisdiction to
grant a prohibitory or mandatory injunction, eithe inary or permanent, as
the facts may warrant. 3 :

hen discharged to waters

w
i Water Code section

b. “PoIIQ o 3050, subdivision (1)(1) as, an
altege :

ithin East Fork Stillwater Creek have led to the
scharge and threat of discharge of wastes into surface
e created, or threaten to create, a condition of pollution
by unreast ly affecting the beneficial uses of waters of the U. The
East Fork Stillwater Creek is tributary to Stillwater Creek and the
Sacramento River. Accordingly, the beneficial uses of the Sacramento
River discussed above in paragraph no. 6 also apply to all of its
tributaries.

2) Discharges of sediment and other inert material alter the hydrologic

and sediment transport regimes of surface waters by affecting the flow >

of water and establishment of vegetation. Such changes may lead to
adverse conditions such as flooding, increases in suspended sediment
and turbidity, accelerated erosion of the adjacent channel bed.or

7-
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banks, and localized accumulation of deleterious materials.
Additionally, such discharges directly threaten habitat for aquatic
species dependent upon native sediment and vegetation
characteristics (MIGR, SPWN, and WILD). Increased sedimentation
and turbidity can result in increased treatment and/or maintenance
costs for downstream agricultural and municipal users that withdraw
and treat the water (AGR, and MUN). Sediment laden storm water
discharges to and the resulting turbidity within surface waters can also
affect the recreational and aesthetic enjoyment of the surface waters
(REC-1, REC-2).

The discharge of earthen materials, rock, asphalt, and
dam structuré is considered a discharge of waste to w
violation of Water Code sections 132607 and 1337 h creates a condition of
pollution subject to this Order in accordance w;%g WA ter Co §e §ect|on 13304.
- D
9. Clean Water Act Violations: The Clean Wa ivﬁ%ct prohibits dISC gy es containing -
pollutants to waters of the U.S. except in &g mpliance with an activ EDES permit.
'é;son proposing to dISOQ T e dredge or fill
material into navigable water of the United StatéS;to obt%i 1a Section 404 E%rmlt prior to
such discharge. CWA section 4 r%geqwres that anype }%ﬁ obtaining a Se gén 404 permit,
obtain water quality certification ch:the discharge occurs.

%%2@

5, %
a. Staff documented a failed dam s r% cturexggving discﬁ3 M approximately 226 cubic
ggk Stillw. water Creek. Evidence of rock,
tri eture we ?iﬁe, found discharged nearly

it L %é to constrffci?the da}'
m%ﬁ m”ﬂtg@3$ G
and fines prese%'} bin the vist;

e
*“ «Ql

w% en ‘materials (such as sands
lected from the remaining fill

.?‘D

s

=2 ¢ -
"’%@”‘

disample coI

materials) were lrk%}y trans z ted and deposited further downstream. In addition to the
d:scharge of fill matg%ls ;ﬂg;ﬁtge&dam st }' re failure, Staff documented approximately
. " k%z’i “Qi:;l ( d§ﬁl7§ma erials femaining within the channel of East Fork

: @%’ck appr%&% y%g 1%42 acre-feet of water within the

%

% %‘-};\ .
10. Cleanu %@fd Abatemen ﬁ%tlon ﬁ %2ssary Fill materials used to construct the dam
structure a the Site have §§ arged e to failure and threaten future discharges of

N en materials and fine sediment to East Fork Stillwater Creek.
Sediments dis ‘a ged fromithe Site have a high potential of being deposited within
spawning areas uti \'n %% nisitive anadromous species downstream. The on-Site
reservoir has allowed for | flow and decreased flow velocities upstream, creating
conditions that have led.to"stagnant waters and overgrowth of filamentous algae.

2 Pursuant to Water Code section 13260, subd. (a)(1) “[a]ny person discharging waste or proposing to
discharge waste, within any region that could affect the quality of the waters of the state...” shall file a
report of waste discharge. The Regional Board has not received a 401 application or report of waste
dlscharge for wastes discharged at the Site.

% Pursuant to Water Code section 13376 “[alny person discharging poliutants or proposing to discharge
- poliutants to the navigable waters of the United States within the jurisdiction of this state or any person
discharging dredged or fill material into the nawgable waters of the United States within the jurisdiction of
this state shall file a report of the discharge in compliance with the procedures set forth in Section 13260,
except that no report need be filed under this section for discharges that are not subject to the permit
application requirements of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act, as amended.”
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11.

12.

Conditions such as these are likely to coincide with increased temperatures and decreased
available oxygen. Cleanup and abatement is necessary to ensure that the existing condition
of poliution is cleaned up, that threatened unauthorized discharges to surface waters
originating from the Site are prevented, background water quality levels are restored, and
that any impacts to beneficial uses are mitigated. The current condition of pollution is a
priority violation as outlined in the State Water Resources Control Board Water Quality
Enforcement Policy (Enforcement Policy) and the issuance of a cleanup and abatement
order pursuant to Water Code section 13304 is appropriate and consistent with policies of
the Central Valley Water Board. '

Technical Reports Required: Water Code section 132678
Water Board may investigate the quality of any water of
connection with any action relating to the Basin Plan,
subdivision (b) provides that the Regional Water B

provides that the Regional
tate within its region in

r Code section 13267, _
nducting an investigation may

reports The technical reports required by thisi®re ' to assure compliance
eports are further

necessary to demonstrate that appropriate
discharged to surface waters and surface .
cleanup complies with Basin Plan requirements
13267, subdivision (b) the finding thls Order

California Envi
protection ofthe e

s of the California Environmental Quality
et seq.) in accordance with California
pdivision (b)(3), 15306, 15307, 15308, and
gers to submit plans for approval prior to
tion activities at the Site. Mere submittal of plans is

F t cause a direct or indirect physical change in the
environm

annot possibly have a significant effect on the
environme his time would be premature and speculative, as there is
simply not enoti oncerning the Dischargers’ proposed remedial activities and
possible associa ntal impacts. To the extent that the Order requires earth

disturbing and reveget Aactivities not to exceed five acres in size and to assure
restoration of stream habitat and prevent erosion, this Order is exempt from provisions of
CEQA pursuant to California Code of Regulations, title 14, section 15333. If the Regional
Board determines that implementation of any plan requwed by this Order will have a '
significant effect on the environment that is not otherwise exempt from CEQA, the Regional
Board will conduct the necessary and appropriate environmental review prior to approval of
the applicable plan. The Dischargers will bear the costs, including the Regional Board’s
costs, of determining whether implementation of any plan required by this Order will have a
significant effect on the environment and, if so, in preparing and handing any documents
necessary for environmental review. If necessary, the Dischargers and a consultant
acceptable to the Regional Water Board shall enter into a memorandum of understanding



with the Regional Water Board regarding such costs prior to undertaking any env1ronmental
review.

REQUIRED ACTIONS

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that, puréuant to Water Code sections 13267 and 13304, that Ms.
Cindy Strieff, Mr. Randy Strieff Jr., Ms. Rachel Ruhe, and the Trustee of Robert & Prudence
Lammers Revocable Trust (Dlschargers) shall cleanup and abate the impacts to water quality -

associated with the discharge and threatened discharge of
cement to waters of the United States as follows:

1.

€n materials, rock, asphalt, and

By 1 August 2016, the Dischargers shall suqb"x Resif,
Mitigation Plan (hereafter “‘RMMP") prepafed: by an app

%Nlon Monltormg and’
for the removal of the remaining dam S ?}e and completla

a’gely licensed professmnal
) mltlgatlon efforts:

%“%Q% g%%%ﬁ i . -
a. A detailed area map(,ay nLLrately deplchlg lsj ‘ﬁ’g topography, s stream gradien‘ts

and conditions of the" d

: 1
b. An assessment of the @ ) ¢ cts{o:East Fork§&slll ater Creek and |dent|f|catlon of
the extent of deposntlon of ‘ack an%{ ill mat Egls related to the dam’s .
failures tg&?emdﬁressed bﬁ @anup . . N

Sred’pl ns%f%r dam re*m%v

rgd reservoir, <
&g i

; ‘* %ﬁ}?e .
& ij tggur g ams of e)%%ﬁg channel conditions and proposed re-
cogn uring o “gx;ﬁrheam resto"ratlon—-—lncludmg at least three detailed cross
secti rg% Propos: e& materials, as well as short and long term bank
stab|l|za§f gbg meas Q,s

e@ntam at a minimum, design specifications and drawmgs an
o

hedule, and a monltonng plan. The RMMP shall incorporate .
native or endemic species in any re-vegetation efforts.

%gton schedule in the RMMP shall include detailed project

hattake into account the time anticipated to obtain all applicable
local, state, and federal permits necessary to fulfill the requirements of this Order.
The time for providing that notice and obtaining that agreement should be
considered and accounted for when developing a RMMP that complies with the
deadlines provided in this Order.

Central Valley Water Board staffs will review the RMMP in consultation with the

- Dischargers or their authorized agent(s) and other responsible agencies immediately .-

upon receipt. Once approved, work may begin lmmedlately, but no later than. the
deadlines as outlined by this order.
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By 1 September 2016, begin implementation of the RMMP.

By 15 October 2016, complete all approved restoration and mitigation measures .
described in the proposed RMMP.

By 1 December 2016, submit a Completion Report for the RMMP. The Completion
Report shall accurately depict all construction and/or mitigation measures and document
that the above plan to restore, compensate for, and minimize any further impacts to East
Fork Stillwater Creek has been fully implemented.

bmit an annual monitoring
onitoring results of RMMP and
ompletion of the RMMP, or until
ubmitted showing the

By October 1 of each year (starting 1 October 2017) St
report. The Annual Monitoring Report shall summariz
shall continue until at least three years after succe:

documentation-
e direction of

Professions Code sections
evaluations and judgments s
professionals competent and pr
The Dischargers shaII include a

ngineering and geologlc

£ inder the direction of reglstered
srtinent to the required activities.

' d registration numbers, if -

1entation of said proposals. Any person signing a document

&roves imp
shall make the following certification:

submitted tnder this Or@]

“I certify under law that | have personally examined and am familiar with the
information submitted’ in this document and all attachments and that, based on my
knowledge and on my inquiry of those individuals immediately responsible for obtaining
the information, | believe that the information is true, accurate, and complete. | am
aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, including the -
possibility of fine and imprisonment.”

Notice of Onsite Work: The Dischargers or their authorized agent(s) shall notify Board
staff at least 48 hours prior to any onsite work, testing, or sampling that pertains to
environmental remediation and investigation and is not routine monitoring, maintenance,
or inspection.
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9. Notice of Change in Ownership or Occupancy: Report Any Changes in Ownership or
Occupancy: The Dischargers shall file a written report on any changes in the Site’s
ownership or occupancy. This report shall be filed with the Central Valley Water Board
no later than 30 days prior to a planned change and shall reference the number of this
Order. :

10. Submissions: All monitoring reports, technical reports or notices required under this
Order shall be submitted to:

Ashley Hampton :
364 Knollcrest Dr., Ste..205
Redding; CA 96002

(530) 224-6130

hall:obtain all applicable local,

ke % of this Order prior to
beginning the work. For example, FGCsgetion 1602 requirés: xperson or entity to notlfy
Fish & Wildlife before: 1) substantlallyi&‘ }\%gr‘tmg or obstructing ’heg tural flow of a river,
stream, or lake; 2) substantially changln bed channel or ban @ a river, stream, or
‘lake; 3) using any material from the bed, ha eI oébggk of a rlver st egm or lake; ,
and/or 4) depositing or dlspsg’g of debris, was%t 4 -:fjtérlal containing c%' imbled, flaked,

xzsgass into a rﬁl g stream, or lake. The failure to notify
fi %5 .

11. Other Regulatory Requirements: The DlseﬁaA

2 602.

‘a)I@q @f GC sec
- %%@

12. Cost Recovery: Pursuant to Waigyr code e é_' N 13304% e Regional Water Board is
é sonab e%osts it actually incurs

entitled to, and miay T a
mvestlgatlng bF’ abatin tithot %é |scharges of waste and to
oversee/supegrgvs,, the cI p of suc gg. ,;’és"’ or other”f%medlal action, required: by this
. Order. The Dlscha gers shaﬁ‘ enroll in t* e §State Water Board's Cost Recovery Program
and shallrelmbur é % %% all reasonable costs actually incurred by
5 ] é& Q’g},
V% Q&%%%g Q@éﬁ’%
ice: Iffor: ny reaso é%e Dischargers are unable to perform any
/ documen t§;|n compliance with the schedule set forth herein, or in
j’yk sche uile, submitted pursuant to this Order and approved by
% - of @éDlschargers may request, in writing, an extension of
the time Spi cified. The'e ensmn request shall include justification for the delay. Any
extension ra%t%r st shall .’ ubmitted as soon as a delay is recognized and prior to the
compliance da(i“j%k ne ;%nsron may be granted by revision of this Order or by a letter
from the Assistan} E;’E%e‘tlve Officer. The Regional Water Board acknowledges that
local, state, and fede:?g‘l permits may cause a delay beyond the control of the
Dischargers and will take all the available relevant facts into consideration when
considering whether or not to grant an extension request.

H—»‘Dxa
E
3
O
C
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14. Potential Liability: If the: D|schargers fail to comply with the réquirements of this Order,
this matter may be referred to the Attorney General for judicial enforcement or may issue
a complaint for administrative civil liability. Failure to comply with this Order may result in
the assessment of an administrative civil liability up to $10,000 per violation per day,
pursuant to California Water Code sections 13268, 13350, and/or 13385. The Regional
Water Board reserves its right to take any enforcement actions authorized by law,
including but not limited to, violation of the terms and condition of this Order.

-12-



15. No Limitation of Water Board Authority. This Order in no way limits the authority of
the Regional Water Board to institute additional enforcement actions or to require
additional investigation and cleanup of the Site consistent with the Water Code. This
Order may be revised as additional information becomes available.

16. Modifications. Any modification to this Order shall be in writing and approved by the
Regional Water Board, including any potential extension requests.

17. Requesting Review by the State Water Board: Any person aggrieved by this or any
final action of the Regional Board may petition the StatgiMVater Board to review the
action in accordance with Water Code section 13320:; itle 23, California Code of
Regulahons section 2050 et al. The State Water B ‘must receive the petition by 5:00

e thirtieth day following the

ela Creedon, Executive Officer

(Date)

Attachment 1 — 15 e of Violation [unclaimed]
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